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PER CURI AM

Eric Everhart pled guilty to conspiracy to possess heroin with
intent to distribute, 21 US C § 846 (2000), and a crimnal
forfeiture information. 21 U.S.C. A 8§ 853 (West 1999 & Supp. 2003).
He was sentenced to a termof 110 nonths inprisonnment. Under the
terms of his plea agreenent, Everhart waived the right to appea
his sentence. Everhart's attorney has filed a brief pursuant to

Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967), raising as a potentially

meritorious issue the district court’s denial of an adjustnent for
acceptance of responsibility, USSG § 3E1.1 (2002), but asserting
that, in his view, there are no neritorious issues for appeal
Everhart has been informed of his right to file a pro se
suppl enental brief, but has not filed a brief. W affirm the
conviction and di smss that portion of the appeal in which Everhart
contests his sentence.

A defendant may waive his right to appeal if the waiver is

knowi ng and voluntary. United States v. Brown, 232 F.3d 399, 402

(4th Cir. 2000); United States v. Marin, 961 F.2d 493, 496 (4th

Cir. 1992). Qur reviewof Everhart’s guilty pl ea hearing, conducted
according to Rule 11 of the Federal Rules of Crimnal Procedure,
di scl oses that Everhart’s waiver of his appeal right was know ng
and vol untary. Pursuant to Anders, this court has reviewed the
record for reversible error and found none. W therefore affirm

t he conviction and dism ss the appeal of the sentence. This court



requires that counsel informhis client, in witing, of his right
to petition the Suprene Court of the United States for further
revi ew. If the client requests that a petition be filed, but
counsel believes that such a petition would be frivolous, then
counsel nmay nove this court for Jleave to wthdraw from
representation. Counsel’s notion nust state that a copy thereof
was served on the client. W dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argunent would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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